raiders were to be opposed non-violently by the Kashmiris.
Replying Gandhiji said that he was sorry for the igno-
rance betrayed by the writer. The audience would
remember that he had repeatedly said that he had no
influence in the matter over his friends in the Union
Cabinet. He held on to his views on non-violence as
firmly as ever,, but he could not impose his views on
his best friends, as they were, in the Cabinet. He
could not expect them to act against their convictions
and everybody should be satisfied with his confession
that he had lost his original hold upon his friends. The
question put by the writer was quite apposite. Gan-
dhiji's answer was quite simple.
NO DENIAL OF CREDIT
His ahimsa forbade him from denying credit, where
it was due; even though the creditor was a believer in
violence. Thus, though he did not accept Subhas Bose's
belief in violence and his consequent action, he had not
refrained from giving unstinted praise to his patriotism,
resourcefulness and bravery. Similarly, though he did
not approve of the use of arms by the Union Govern-
ment for aiding the Kashmiris and though he could not
approve of Sheikh Abdulla's resort to arms, he could
not possibly withhold admiration for either for their
resourceful and praiseworthy conduct, especially, if
both the relieving troops and the Kashmiri defenders
died heroically to a man. He knew that if they could do
so, they would perhaps change the face of India. But if
the defence was purely non-violent in intention and
action, he would not use the word 'perhaps', for, he
would be sure of change in the face of India even to the
extent of converting to the defender's view the Union
Cabinet, if not even the Pakistan Cabinet.
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